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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 05/09/2007. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 7, 10, 13 and 16 have been amended. 

3. The objection to specification is withdrawn in view of the Applicant's amendment 
about cross-reference information. 

4. The objection to claims 4, 10 and 16 is withdrawn in view of the Applicant's 
amended claims 

5. The U.S.C. §101 rejection to claims 13-18 is withdrawn in view .of the Applicant's 
amended the independent claim 13 to add computer hardware components. 

6. Claims 1-18 remain pending and have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed on 05/09/2007, in particular on pages 7-9, have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. For example: 

■ At page 7, first paragraph, the Applicants argue that "NPL document" listed on 
the Form 1449 has been provided. However, the referred NPL document's 
title and page numbers are different from IDS (form 1449). The tile of 
Applicant provided document is "Java Development User Guide - Getting 
Started" with pages 1-53 and the tile of IDS disclosed prior art is "Eclipse 
project Java Development User Guide" from pages 9-12. Therefore, the 
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information referred to IDS filed on 12/09/2003 is not consistent and thus is 
not considered. 

■ At page 8, second paragraph, the Applicants submit that the claims 1 , 7 and 
13 have been amended to add the requirements to require that a partial 
program instruction is parsed into tokens; determining whether the tokens 
match one of plurality of syntax statements; moving a cursor positioned on 
one of the tokens for which the match is determined to a following token in 
response to determining that the token matches one of the syntax statement; 
and in response to determining that the token on which the cursor is 
positioned does not match one of the syntax statements, proposals are 
generated. Therefore, the applicants believe that these added limitations 
distinguish over the cited Shulman. However, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As Shulman disclosed at Fig. 3 and Fig.4, element 21 1 , the partial 
program instruction statement "mytext." "mytext.f have been parsed; and 
then determining/identifying "mytext" is a defined object name; also at col. 8, 
lines 28-31, discloses that in response to typing the member access 
separator character 212, generating proposals for the cursor position, "the 
statement building tool of the present invention determines the set of menu 
items that correspond to the object type mytext and a selection menu assist 
window 220 is displayed". Therefore, the Examiner reasserted that Shulman, 
indeed, also anticipated the amended claimed limitations as addressed 
above. 
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■ At page 8, forth paragraph, the Applicants contend that Shulman does not 
teach the amended claims, as "Nowhere does the cited discussion with 
respect to step 1331 discloses or mention that a cursor positioned on the toke 
in moved when the parsed token matches a syntax statement and that the 
proposals are generated in response to determining that the token on which 
the cursor is positioned does not match one of the syntax statement". 
However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. As Shulman disclosed at Fig.4 
and Fig. 5, the cursor 212 moves from "mytext." To "mytext.Font.", because 
token "mytext" or "Font" is a defined object name (Matching one of a plurality 
of syntax statement) and in fig.4, "mytext.f does not match existing syntax 
statements, an assist window with proposed words starting with "f is 
displayed. Therefore, Shulman does also disclose all the amended claimed 
limitation. Thus , argument is moot and not persuasive. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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9. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Shulman (Shulman et al., US 6,026,233) 
Claim 1: 

Shulman discloses an article of manufacture for use in a computer system for 
providing assistance to a programmer writing computer programming code, said 
assistance comprising suggested candidates responsive to a parsing of a partial 
program instruction statement, said article of manufacture comprising a 
computer-useable storage medium having a computer program embodied in said 
medium which causes the computer system to execute operations comprising: 

■ parsing a partial program instruction statement into tokens (see for example, 
Fig.13A, steps 1331, 1331, "Parse Program Statement Into Tokens" and 
related text); 

■ determining whether the tokens match one of a plurality of syntax statements 
(see for example, Fig.13A, step 1334, "Locate Procedure ID Token" and 
related text; also see col. 17, lines 19-25, "examining each token in the token 
list"); 

■ moving a cursor positioned on one of the tokens for which the match is 
determined to a following token in response to determining that the token 
matches one of the syntax statement (see for example, Fig.13A, step 1336 
and step 1338 "Generate Assist Window For List or Constant Value" and 
related text; also see fig.4 and Fig. 5 about element 202 (cursor position)); 
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■ in response to determining that the token on which the cursor is positioned 
does not match one of the syntax statement, generating proposals from the 
cursor position (see for example, Fig.13B steps 1337 and 1370 and related 
text; also see col.17, lines 40-45, ""the present argument token is not a 
symbol or other object entity that can be resolved, the processing continues 
at step 1370 because a default informational menu assist window that 
contains the procedure call argument list. is all that can be 
displayed(proposal)); and 

■ providing proposals to append to the partial program instruction statement to 
a user responsive to both the parsing of the program and the parsing of the 
partial program instruction statement (see for example, Fig. 5, elements 510 
and 210 and related text, selected proposal (font) has been appended to 
partial program (mytext)); 

Claim 2: 

Shulman further discloses the article of manufacture of claim 1 wherein the 
method further comprises: proposing an identified variable as a proposal 
responsive to a verb of the partial program instruction statement (see for 
example, Fig.13B, step 1355, "Determine Object Type and Member Return 
Type", step 1357 "Generate Assist Window with Member List" and related text). 



Claim 3: 
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Shulman also discloses the article of manufacture of claim 1 wherein the method 
further comprises: proposing an identified variable as a proposal responsive to a 
variable type of the variable (see for example, col.4, lines46-48, "assist window 
includes any finite list of previously declared entities and/or entity type", also see 
Fig.13B, step 1355, "Determine Object Type and Member Return Type") 

Claim 4: 

Shulman also disclose the article of manufacture of claim 1 wherein the method 
further comprises: proposing an identified variable as a proposal responsive to a 
verb of the partial program instruction statement (see for example, Fig. 1 3B, step 
1355, "Determine Object Type and Member Return Type", step 1357 "Generate 
Assist Window with Member List" and related text) or responsive to a variable 
type of the variable (see for example, col.4, lines46-48, "assist window includes 
any finite list of previously declared entities and/or entity type", also see Fig.13B, 
step 1355, "Determine Object Type and Member Return Type"). 

Claim 5: 

Shulman further discloses the article of manufacture of claim 1 wherein the 
method further comprises: proposing an identified variable as a proposal 
responsive to a portion of the program containing the partial program instruction 
statement (see for example, Fig. 7, element 740 and related text for proposing an 
previous declared variable for the procedure "MyProc") 
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Claim 6: 

Shulman also discloses the article of manufacture of claim 1 wherein the parsing 
of the program and the parsing of the partial program instruction statement are 
performed according to a user-selected programming language dependent file 
selected from a plurality of programming language dependent files (see for 
example, col.5, lines 44-46, "local program definition", "global library definition", 
also see, col.7, lines 6-9, "the present invention can be implemented within any 
programming language") 

Claims 7-12: 

Claims 7-12 are the exactly the same methods that are used by claimed article of 
manufacture for providing assistance to a programmer writing computer 
programming code as addressed in claims 1-6 above respectively. Therefore, as 
all claimed limitations have been address and/or set forth and the references 
teach all the limitations of claims 1-6, they also anticipate the claims 7-12 (see for 
example, col.19, Iine29 -col.20, line 26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 13-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Shulman (Shulman et al., US 6,026,233) 

Claims 13-18: 

Claims 13-18 are computer system version of the claimed article of manufacture, 
wherein all claimed limitation for providing a code assist function have been 
addressed and/or set forth in claims 1-6 above respectively. Therefore they also 
would have been obvious in view of Shulman 's teachings, (see for example, 
Fig.1 computer system and related text, and also see col. 5, lines 56-67, 
description of hardware system for generating statement). 



Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims rejection have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 



action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zheng Wei whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1059 and Fax number is (571) 270-02059. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00-15:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is 571- 272-1000. 



period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
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